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G060-1
Thank you for the information.
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2004/G233

G233-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G178

G178-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G417

G417-1
The notices for the public meetings and the information provided at
the public meetings indicated that commenters would speak in the
order that their requests were received, after elected officials and
representatives of government agencies were heard. We regret that
you were unable to stay at the meeting to provide oral testimony;
however, your submitted written comment carries the same weight
as any oral comments provided at public hearings.

G417-2
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G075

G075-1
Section 4.8 discusses potential impacts on natural areas and
wetlands.



2004/G327

G327-1
Sections 1.2.2 and 1.2.3 contain updated information on natural
gas needs in the U.S. and California. Forecast information has
been obtained from the U.S. Department of Energy's Energy
Information Agency and from the California Energy Commission.

G327-2
Sections 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 address conservation and renewable
energy sources, within the context of the California Energy
Commission's 2005 Integrated Energy Report and other State and
Federal energy reports, as alternatives to replace additional
supplies of natural gas.

G327-3
Section 1.5 contains information on the public review and comment
opportunities provided by the lead agencies in full conformance
with the provisions of the law. Both the CSLC and MARAD/USCG
have met or exceeded the public notice requirements for this
Project (see Sections 1.5.1 and 1.5.3).

G327-4
Section 4.6 contains an expanded analysis of air quality impacts.
Section 4.20.3.6 discusses cumulative air quality impacts. Section
1.3 addresses environmental considerations at the overseas source
of the Project's natural gas.

G327-5
Section 4.16.1.2 contains information on the projected work force
and housing.

G327-6
Section 4.12.1 describes the known hazardous wastes along the
offshore and onshore routes. Section 4.12.4 describes the actions
that would be taken if contaminated soils or sediments are
encountered. Section 4.18.1 contains the results of the sediment
sampling at the proposed HDB exit point.

G327-7
Subsequent to the completion of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR,
the Applicant completed pedestrian cultural resources surveys.
Section 4.9.1 contains information on the results of these surveys.
Section 4.9.4 contains information about cultural resources impacts
and mitigation.

G327-8
Neither the State of California nor the Federal government can
dictate to an Applicant where it acquires its supplies or ships.



Sections 4.2.7.3 and 4.3.1.5 contain information on the
qualifications for crews.

G327-9
The projected FSRU in-service life is a maximum of 40 years.
Environmental conditions and specific impacts 40 years from now
are not reasonably foreseeable. As noted in Section 2.8,
supplemental NEPA/CEQA documentation, which would take into
consideration the environmental conditions at the time, would be
required prior to the decommissioning of the FSRU. Also as noted
in Section 2.8, as part of the license approval, the DWPA requires
each applicant to furnish a bond or demonstrate other proof that if
the project is abandoned then sufficient monies would be available
for either completion or demolition of the project.

2004/G327



2004/G547

G547-1
Section 4.11.1.8 and Impact GEO-6 in Section 4.11.4 discuss this
topic.



2004/G313

G313-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G175

G175-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G384

G384-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G336

G336-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G147

G147-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G520

G520-1
Section 4.2.7.6 and the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix
C1) contain information on public safety impacts from various
incidents at the FSRU. The analysis indicates that the maximum
impact distance of an accident would involve a vapor cloud
dispersion extending 6.3 nautical miles (7.3 miles) from the FSRU.
The FSRU would be located approximately 12.01 nautical miles
(13.83 miles) offshore; therefore, consequences of an accident
involving LNG transport by carrier and storage on the FSRU would
extend no closer than 5.7 nautical miles (6.5 miles) from the
shoreline. Figure ES-1 depicts the consequence distances
surrounding the FSRU location for worst credible events.

G520-2
Section 4.2 discusses the security topic and onshore emergency
response is addressed in Section 4.16.1.2 under "Emergency
Planning and Response Capabilities."

G520-3
Section 4.2.8 contains information on safety requirements for
pipelines. Section 4.13.1 discusses the proximity of the proposed
pipeline routes to residences and schools.



2004/G340

G340-1
The proposed Project has changed. See Section 2.1.1 for revised
routing of the Center Road Pipeline.

Section 4.2.8.1 discusses natural gas properties and hazards.
High-pressure natural gas transmission and lower pressure
distribution pipelines are currently routed through or near residential
areas in many communities. Similar natural gas transmission
pipelines currently exist in Oxnard and Ventura County, along with
many other communities in Southern California. Table 4.2-19
identifies High Consequence Areas (HCAs) along Project pipeline
routes.

The El Paso Natural Gas pipeline accident in 2000 near Carlsbad,
New Mexico, was one of several that prompted the DOT PHMSA
Office of Pipeline Safety to promulgate additional safety
requirements for pipelines routed near more densely populated
areas (see 49 CFR 192, Subpart O). These requirements are
applicable to many locations along the proposed and alternative
pipeline routes for the proposed Project.

Section 4.2.8 discusses public safety and natural gas pipelines.
Section 4.2.8.2 and Appendix C3-3 identify Federal and State
safety requirements for natural gas pipelines. Impact PS-4 in
Section 4.2.8.4 under PS-4 discusses the more stringent guidelines
for natural gas transmission lines located near sensitive sites (e.g.,
schools, nursing homes, hospitals).

Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G401

G401-1
Section 4.16.1.2 contains updated information on property values.

G401-2
Section 4.2.8.4 discusses pipeline impacts and mitigation for
potential pipeline accidents.

The El Paso Natural Gas pipeline accident in 2000 near Carlsbad,
New Mexico, was one of several that prompted the DOT PHMSA
Office of Pipeline Safety to promulgate additional safety
requirements for pipelines routed near more densely populated
areas (see 49 CFR 192, Subpart O). These requirements are
applicable to many locations along the proposed and alternative
pipeline routes for the proposed Project.



2004/G403

G403-1
Section 4.13.2.1 discusses regulations, plans, and policies,
including franchise agreements. High-pressure natural gas
transmission and lower pressure distribution pipelines are currently
routed through or near residential areas in many communities.
Similar natural gas transmission pipelines currently exist in Oxnard
and Ventura County, along with many other communities in
Southern California. Table 4.2-19 identifies High Consequence
Areas (HCAs) along Project pipeline routes.

The El Paso Natural Gas pipeline accident in 2000 near Carlsbad,
New Mexico, was one of several that prompted the DOT PHMSA
Office of Pipeline Safety to promulgate additional safety
requirements for pipelines routed near more densely populated
areas (see 49 CFR 192, Subpart O). These requirements are
applicable to many locations along the proposed and alternative
pipeline routes for the proposed Project.

Section 4.2.8 discusses public safety and natural gas pipelines.
Section 4.2.8.2 and Appendix C3-3 identify Federal and State
safety requirements for natural gas pipelines. Impact PS-4 in
Section 4.2.8.4 under PS-4 discusses the more stringent guidelines
for natural gas transmission lines located near sensitive sites (e.g.,
schools, nursing homes, hospitals).



2004/G045

G045-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G333

G333-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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